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Art Unit: 3724 

DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: In Figure 1 , item "4a". Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 
CFR 1 .121(d), or amendment to the specification to add the reference character(s) in 
the description in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(b) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the 
sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the 
filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement 
Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by 
the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective 
action In the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 

2. Figures 1 0-1 6 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because 
only that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct 
any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
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applicant will be notified and informed of any required con-ective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 6 
lines 30, the phrase "scissors shown" should be replaced with "scissors 1 shown". 

It is noted that the specification is reolete with English lanauaqe errors: some of 
which are listed below. It is recommended that the entire specification be reviewed and 
any additional English language errors be corrected. 

On page 7 lines 28, the paragraph starting on line 27 is incorrect. The temis 
"stationary" and "moving" blade is not accurate. Both of the blades are moving relative 
to one another. 

On page 7 line 32, the phrase "finger grip 4 are formed to be flash with one 
another" it is assumed that the term "flash" is a typo and was supposed to be "flush". 

On page 7 line 35, the phrase "slit 6 is formed as though it is continuous" is not 
accurate. The slit clearly has a start and an end making it non-continuous. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections -35USC§112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
nraking and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the Ijest mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The clalm(s) contains subject matter which was not 
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described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one sl<illed in 
the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession 
of the claimed invention. It appears page 7 lines 8-13 of the specification corresponds 
with claim 4. This section of the specification and claim 4 are both incomprehensible. 
These sections appear to be replete with English language errors that do not allow one 
to decipher the structure that they are attempting to portray. Basically, it is unclear what 
structure is being described in claim 4 on page 7 lines 8-13. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In regards to claim 1 line 6, the term "plastic deformation" is unclear. In order to 
have plastic deformation, the item being deformed must be positively claimed as being 
of plastic otherwise it is just deformation not plastic deformation. 

In regards to claim 2 line 3, the phrase "blade that Is stationary" is unclear. It is 
uncertain how either of the blades can be considered stationary when they both move 
relative to one another. 

In regards to claim 4, the claim needs to be re-written since one of ordinary skill 
in the art cannot determine what structure the claim is disclosing. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 
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8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in thiis or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

9. Claims 1 and 4 are rejected, as best understood, under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Somervell et al. (3,491 ,444). 

In regards to claim 1 , Somervell et al. disclose the same invention including a 
pair of scissors having two shear bodies connected to each other each having a blade 
end and a finger grip end (Fig. 4) comprising a slit formed on each of the finger grips 
where the finger grip is configured by a shape and material to be flexible enough for 
deformation to be widened or narrowed (Figs. 1-3), and that the end portions of the slit 
are so configured that a side surface of each end portion passes one another (Fig. 3). 

In regards to claim 4, Somervell et al. disclose the slit is established at a back 
end of the grip (Fig. 1 ), a side where a finger is inserted through the finger grip to hold 
the scissors in place is represented as a front side (Fig. 4), and an end portion of the 
grip at a side closer to a contact point between the grips is positioned in the front side 
than other end portion (Fig. 6). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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1 1 . Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Somervell et al. in view of Kobayashi et al. (Des. 382.785). Somervell et al. disclose the 
invention but fail to disclose a finger brace on each or just one of the finger grips. 

Kobayashi et al. teaches it is old and well known in the art of scissors to 
incorporate finger braces on each of the finger grips (Fig. 1). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to have 
provided Somervell et al. with finger braces, as taught by Kobayashi et al., to provide 
addition finger support for right or left handed users. 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Crampton C512), Crampton ('705), Steinhardt, Bray, Fogle, 
Weber, Gauvry ('895), Gauvry ('617), Lyddon et al., and Adachi. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or eariier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason Prone whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4513. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00-4:30, Mon - (every other) Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Boyer D. Ashley can be reached on (571 ) 272-4502. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned Is 571-273-8300. 

Infomiation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-clirect.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Febmary 20, 2007 




Patent Examiner 
Jason Prone 
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